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The Office has rejected claims 1-6 and 8-20 under 35 U 3 C. 102(e) as being 
antsapated by U.S. Patent No. 62221932 (Gihantherh tor the reasons providae at 
pages 2 to 4 of the outstanding Canine Actum, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection. 

•Asm aaicipBt N each and every oent as set forth in tfa 
focnl eaher expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art mferenee. MPEP 
§ 2131. The identical invention avast he shown in as complete detail as Is contained in 
the ,.. claim 2 Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co.. 866 P. 2d 1226, 1236. 3 USP02d 1913. 
1920 {Fed. Or. 1989). 

Applicants' claim 1 molten a two stroke eaglno fuel composition compbslng; a 
combustible " c x % " liquid fuel; lubricant comprising an oil of lubricating 

molybdenum souroe. No sects composition Is taught by Gulnthec 
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2006, Gninther does not specifically reach a detergent comprising an alkaline earth 
matalmoutmncvg compound. In order to satisfy the detergent element of the claims, the 
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combination vein claim IS at Gnlnfhec which Hats as one of several possible 
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organosalfvr compounds, nsetral metal-oontainlng sulfonate detergents. According to 
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However, Guinther's reference to calcium Is merely en example showing results 
of an elemental analysis of oil used in a 1998 Cummins engine operated during thermal 
gravimetric analysis testing. Such a general teaching of "calcium" does net amount to a 
m<, > * H x m , •> x m - v ^>nmm vt * t -u 

recited by » present claims. Accordingly, applicants assert that GuAthar does not 
specifically teach a detergent comprising an alkaline earth metal-containing compound. 

Even A for the sake of argument only, the calcium in CAAeherdld somehow 
amount to a detergent comprising an aikaiine earth ^ \ > .!.; ; compound; 

m\ still fails to teach the claimed detergent In a twomtreke ^ u , fuel instead, 
the calcium In the example of Gmnfber Is pad of a diesel engine ell analysis of a heavy 
duty heme! oil. Column 6, linos 14-19. memo; the Cummins M-1 1 engine Is a four 
stroke engine, not a two-stroke engine. Sae the Cnart showing V Series Specifications 

\ \ A " n ^ V s , , 
bA9lh>^ Tderef ore, Guinther fails to teach a iwr;- 

stroke engine fuel comprising an alkalrne earth rnetakswitasang compound, 

For similar reasons, v \m falls to teach the methods of claims a and 19, 
Indeperideut claim 8 recites a method that includes, among other things, intaking a fuel 
composition into a % hesiso \ e of a tw desks engim shea \ ofy* 
^ < ,m * N v * s N x w i N < > > \ e m 

iohrlcafing viscosity; a doforgent comprising an aikaiine earth rnefascontaining 
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compound; and a molybdenum source, Independent claim 10 Is directed to a method 
for improving the durability of an after ■-treatment device for a two-stroke eeglae, 

smoog ot - , , % i r. Gaining a cornbustsbk 

nydrocarbonaoeous liquid fuel: lubricant comprising an oil of lubricating viscosity; a 
detergent comprising an alkaline earth metal-containing compound; and a molybdenum 
source. 

As discussed above : Guinther ones not specifically teach e detergent comprising 
an alkaline earth metal-containing compound, And. Guinther talis to teach any method 
bo employing such a dos^ am m In a fuel employed In a two-stroke engine. Instead, the 
calcium in the example of Guinther Is part of a dAsel engine oil analysis of a heavy duty 
dlesel oil. Column 6, lines 14- IS. Further, toe Cummins M-11 engine is a four stroke 
engine, not a two-stroke engine. Because Guinther falls to teach a detergent 
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stroke engine, Guinther fails to teach every limitation as recited In claims 8 and A3. 

o o n c " " ^ m bo i.^m d . m s rem u m com ow ; -urn m N b c 
Incorporate the limitations of, one of claims i. 8 or 19. Accordingly, Guinther also falls 
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cauca eery ement of the; ns A not gmt, noj oa fa oas 
; u patica * eme^. a n ectk ; shock; be vmsdrawn 
pi A? Ad-b Afonp A-,>-r A\ : o 
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over Guinther in view of legal preoeridenh for the reasons provided at page 5 of the 
x * .; (At ebon. Ap , poet 
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Claim 7 depends done and therefore incorporates the limitations ah claim 1 For 
the reasons discussed above, (kuntner fails to teach a two-stroke engine fuel 
comprising as alkaline earth nietaceentaining oorspousci^ The EAanener has failed to 
pro* ie any arkllla i\ men so s f asoeu i t de< - suggest or supply ha 
sussing teachings. Because every limitation of the chasms is net taught or suggested, no 
prrma face? case of obviousness has aeon astsblisherl and the rejection should he 
withdrawn* 

CONCLUSION 

in view of the foregoing amendments and renwks ; Appisaanis respectfully 
request reconsideration of this application and the timely afbwance of the pending 
chares. 

If after ccnslOeration of this Amendment there am any outstanding issues the 

Co call Applicant dersignet s v airve at N c x i order t 
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v t rcnama ragi <^ ! ?s to x d \ it a o n < h - 

i -V ^ ^ v . « V. 

Dated: Juiy 6, 2007 By ;.„;. : . 
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